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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 112 



1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 2-3, 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claims 2-3 recite the limitation "the gateway" in lines 3 and 2, respectively. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 

Claim 6-7 recites the limitation "the server" in line 1 . There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claims. 

Claim 8 recites the limitation "the gateway" in line 1. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claims. 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 



(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 



4. Claims 1, 5, 9-10, 27, 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
D'Amico et al (5,579,379). 

Consider claims 1, 5, 27, 61. D'Amico teaches a method and system for placing a call 
between a first client and a second client, comprising receiving a call request message (fig. 1; 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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col 8, In. 53 to col. 9, In. 26); authenticating the call request message, whereby an authentic 
originating client is identified (ANI or calling party's address; col. 9, In. 11-26; col. 13, In. 38- 
55; col. 20, In. 36 to col. 30, In. 9); and searching a database to find a predetermined client 
billing tag corresponding to the authentic originating client, whereby the call is authorized to be 
completed if the client billing tag is obtained, and the call is nor authorized to be completed if the 
client billing tag is not obtained (col. 27, In. 57 to col. 29, In. 45). 

Consider claims 9-10. D'Amico further teaches call forwarding command and call 
transfer command (transferring, redirecting or forwarding the call according to subscriber 
defined treatment; col. 22, In. 47-65). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over D'Amico et al 
(5,579,379) in view of Jobst et al (6,707,915). 

Consider claim 4. D'Amico does not teach the step of authenticating includes performing 
a calculation using a hash algorithm. 

Jobst teaches the step of authenticating includes performing a calculation using a hash 
algorithm (col. 2, In. 34-54). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Jobst into the teachings of D'Amico in order to 
secure the terminal against unauthorized software loading into the phone. 

7. Claims 15-26, 38-42, 66-68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over D'Amico et al (5,579,379) in view of Sautter et al (6,233,248). 

Consider claims 15-17. D'Amico does not teach adding a header to the call request 
message, the header including a server id; and transmitting the call request message to the 
gateway, the gateway being configured to complete the call if the header is detected and 
inherently not complete the call if the header is not detected. 

Sautter teaches adding a header to the call request message, the header including a server 
id (destination's internet address); and transmitting the call request message to the gateway, the 
gateway being configured to complete the call if the header is detected and inherently not 
complete the call if the header is not detected (col. 28, In. 49 to col. 31, In. 3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Sautter into the teachings of D'Amico in order to 
provide an improved data protocol that can be used for data communications networks, 
consisting of wire lines, HF, VHF and UHF radios. 

Consider claims 18-26. Sautter's figs. 2A-F; col. 6, In. 10-67 read on the limitations of 
these claims. 

Consider claim 38-42. D'Amico teaches a method and system for placing a call between 
a first client and a second client, comprising receiving a call request message (fig. 1; col. 8, In. 
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53 to col. 9, In. 26); authenticating the call request message, whereby an authentic originating 
client is identified (ANI or calling party's address; col. 9, In. 11-26; col. 13, In. 38-55; col. 20, In. 
36 to col. 30, In. 9); and searching a database to find a predetermined client billing tag 
corresponding to the authentic originating client, whereby the call is authorized to be completed 
if the client billing tag is obtained, and the call is nor authorized to be completed if the client 
billing tag is not obtained (col. 27, In. 57 to col. 29, In. 45). DAmico does not teach adding a 
header to the call request message, the header including a server id; and transmitting the call 
request message to the gateway, the gateway being configured to complete the call if the header 
is detected and inherently not complete the call if the header is not detected. 

Sautter teaches adding a header to the call request message, the header including a server 
id (destination's internet address); and transmitting the call request message to the gateway, the 
gateway being configured to complete the call if the header is detected and inherently not 
complete the call if the header is not detected (col. 28, In. 49 to col. 31, In. 3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Sautter into the teachings of DAmico in order to 
provide an improved data protocol that can be used for data communications networks, 
consisting of wire lines, HF, VHF and UHF radios. 

Consider claims 66-68. D'Amico teaches a method and system for placing a call 
between a first client and a second client, comprising receiving a call request message (fig. 1; 
col. 8, In. 53 to col. 9, In. 26); authenticating the call request message, whereby an authentic 
originating client is identified (ANI or calling party's address; col. 9, In. 1 1-26; col. 13, In. 38- 
55; col. 20, In. 36 to col. 30, In. 9); and searching a database to find a predetermined client 
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billing tag corresponding to the authentic originating client, whereby the call is authorized to be 
completed if the client billing tag is obtained, and the call is nor authorized to be completed if the 
client billing tag is not obtained (col 27, In. 57 to col 29, In. 45). DAmico does not teach 
adding a header to the call request message, the header including a server id; and transmitting the 
call request message to the gateway, the gateway being configured to complete the call if the 
header is detected and inherently not complete the call if the header is not detected. 

Sautter teaches adding a header to the call request message, the header including a server 
id (destination's internet address); and transmitting the call request message to the gateway, the 
gateway being configured to complete the call if the header is detected and inherently not 
complete the call if the header is not detected (col. 28, In. 49 to col. 31, In. 3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Sautter into the teachings of D'Amico in order to 
provide an improved data protocol that can be used for data communications networks, 
consisting of wire lines, HF, VHF and UHF radios. 

8. Claims 2-3, 6-8, 1 1-14, 28, 31-32, 36-37, 62-64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over DAmico et al (5,579,379) in view of McConnell et al 
(US2003/0074313). 

Consider claims 2-3, 1 1, 28, 31-32, 36-37, 62-64. D'Amico teaches a method and system 
for placing a call between a first client and a second client, comprising receiving a call request 
message (fig. 1; col. 8, In. 53 to col. 9, In. 26); authenticating the call request message, whereby 
an authentic originating client is identified (ANI or calling party's address; col. 9, In. 1 1-26; col. 
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13, In. 38-55; col 20, In. 36 to col. 30, In. 9); and searching a database to find a predetermined 

o 

client billing tag corresponding to the authentic originating client, whereby the call is authorized 
to be completed if the client billing tag is obtained, and the call is nor authorized to be completed 
if the client billing tag is not obtained (col. 27, In. 57 to col. 29, In. 45). DAmico does not teach 
inserting the client billing tag into the call request message; and transmitting the call request 
message to the gateway. 

McConnell teaches inserting the client billing tag into the call request message; and 
transmitting the call request message to the gateway (page 1, paragraphs 001 1, 0013-0016; page 
3, paragraph 0035; page 5, paragraph 0054). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of McConnell into the teachings of DAmico in order 
to accurately keep track of the amount due from the application provider. 

Consider claims 6-8, 12-14, 34-35. DAmico further teaches call forwarding command 
and call transfer command (transferring, redirecting or forwarding the call according to 
subscriber defined treatment; col. 22, In. 47-65). 

9. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over DAmico et al 
(5,579,379) in view of McConnell et al (US2003/0074313) as applied to claim 28 above, and 
further in view of Sautter et al (6,233,248). 

Consider claim 29. D'Amico in view of McConnell does not teach adding a header to the 
call request message, the header including a server id; and transmitting the call request message 
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to the gateway, the gateway being configured to complete the call if the header is detected and 
inherently not complete the call if the header is not detected. 

Sautter teaches adding a header to the call request message, the header including a server 
id (destination's internet address); and transmitting the call request message to the gateway, the 
gateway being configured to complete the call if the header is detected and inherently not 
complete the call if the header is not detected (col. 28, In. 49 to col. 3 1, In. 3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Sautter into the teachings of D'Amico in view of 
McConnell in order to provide an improved data protocol that can be used for data 
communications networks, consisting of wire lines, HF, VHF and UHF radios. 

10. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over D'Amico et al 
(5,579,379) in view of McConnell et al (US2003/0074313) as applied to claim 28 above, and 
further in view of Fletcher et al (HI 897). 

Consider claim 30. D'Amico in view of McConnell does not teach transmitting at least 
one call statistic to a network management system 

Fletcher teaches transmitting at least one call statistic to a network management system 
(col. 2, In. 11-32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Fletcher into the teachings of D'Amico in view of 
McConnell in order to provide operations and maintenance functions, both radio and switch 
related, using one system This reduces overall system costs and increases. 
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11. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over D'Amico et al 
(5,579,379) in view of Sautter et al (6,233,248) as applied to claims 1, 23 above, and further in 
view of Fletcher et al (HI 897). 

Consider claim 33. D'Amico in view of Sautter does not teach transmitting at least one 
call statistic to a network management system. 

Fletcher teaches transmitting at least one call statistic to a network management system 
(col. 2, In. 11-32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Fletcher into the teachings of D'Amico in view of 
Sautter in order to provide operations and maintenance functions, both radio and switch related, 
using one system. This reduces overall system costs and increases. 

12. Claims 43-44, 47-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
D'Amico et al (5,579,379) in view of Hluchyj et al (6,282,193). 

Consider claim 43. D'Amico teaches a method and system for placing a call between a 
first client and a second client, comprising receiving a call request message (fig. 1; col. 8, In. 53 
to col. 9, In. 26); authenticating the call request message, whereby an authentic originating client 
is identified (ANI or calling party's address; col. 9, In. 1 1-26; col. 13, In. 38-55; col. 20, In. 36 to 
col. 30, In. 9); and searching a database to find a predetermined client billing tag corresponding 
to the authentic originating client, whereby the call is authorized to be completed if the client 
billing tag is obtained, and the call is nor authorized to be completed if the client billing tag is not 
obtained (col. 27, In. 57 to col. 29, In. 45). D'Amico further teaches an IP network (packet 
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switched network and X.25 network; col. 12, In. 33-55; col. 13, In. 14-22); a server (ISCP 100); 
and a network gateway (switch 1 1 1 acts as an gateway to perform protocol conversion 
between different types of networks or applications. For example, between IS-41, X.25, packet 
switched network and POTS/PSTN). D'Amico does not teach a SIP server. 

Hluchyj teaches the use of packet network server that reads on the SIP server (col. 3, In. 
58 to col. 4, In. 67; col. 6, In. 50-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Hluchyj into the teachings of DAmico in order to 
reduce long distance or toll charge to the subscribers. 

Consider claim 44. D'Amico further teaches the server transmits the call request 
message to the gateway if the client billing tag is obtained, and does not transmit the call request 
message to the gateway if the client billing tag cannot be obtained (col. 30, In. 45 to col. 31, In. 
21). 

Consider claim 47. DAmico's col. 28, In. 1-16 reads on the limitations of this claim. 

Consider claims 48-49. DAmico further teaches call forwarding command and call 
transfer command (transferring, redirecting or forwarding the call according to subscriber 
defined treatment; col. 22, In. 47-65). 

13. Claims 45-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over D'Amico et 
al (5,579,379) in view of Hluchyj et al (6,282,193) as applied to claim 43 above, and further in 
view of McConnell et al (US2003/0074313). 
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Consider claim 45. D'Amico in view of Hluchyj does not teach inserting the client 
billing tag into the call request message; and transmitting the call request message to the 
gateway. 

McConnell teaches inserting the client billing tag into the call request message; and 
transmitting the call request message to the gateway (page 1, paragraphs 001 1, 0013-0016; page 
3, paragraph 0035; page 5, paragraph 0054). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of McConnell into the teachings of D'Amico in view 
of Hluchyj in order to accurately keep track of the amount due from the application provider. 

Consider claim 46. D'Amico's col. 28, In. 48-60 reads on the limitations of this claim. 

14. Claims 50-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over D'Amico et 
al (5,579,379) in view of Hluchyj et al (6,282,193) as applied to claim 43 above, and further in 
view of Sautter et al (6,233,248). 

Consider claims 50-51. D'Amico in view of Hluchyj does not teach adding a header to 
the call request message, the header including a server id; and transmitting the call request 
message to the gateway, the gateway being configured to complete the call if the header is 
detected and inherently not complete the call if the header is not detected. 

Sautter teaches adding a header to the call request message, the header including a server 
id (destination's internet address); and transmitting the call request message to the gateway, the 
gateway being configured to complete the call if the header is detected and inherently not 
complete the call if the header is not detected (col. 28, In. 49 to col 31, In. 3). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Sautter into the teachings of DAmico in view of 
Hluchyj in order to provide an improved data protocol that can be used for data communications 
networks, consisting of wire lines, HF, VHF and UHF radios. 

Consider claims 52-60. Sautter's figs. 2A-F; col. 6, In. 10-67 read on the limitations of 
these claims. 

15. Claim 65 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over DAmico et al 
(5,579,379) in view of Fletcher et al (HI 897). 

Consider claim 65. D'Amico teaches a method and system for placing a call between a 
first client and a second client, comprising receiving a call request message (fig. 1; col. 8, In. 53 
to col. 9, In. 26); authenticating the call request message, whereby an authentic originating client 
is identified (ANI or calling party's address; col. 9, In. 1 1-26; col. 13, In. 38-55; col. 20, In. 36 to 
col. 30, In. 9); and searching a database to find a predetermined client billing tag corresponding 
to the authentic originating client, whereby the call is authorized to be completed if the client 
billing tag is obtained, and the call is nor authorized to be completed if the client billing tag is not 
obtained (col. 27, In. 57 to col. 29, In. 45). D'Amico in view of McConnell does not teach 
transmitting at least one call statistic to a network management system. 

Fletcher teaches transmitting at least one call statistic to a network management system 
(col. 2, In. 11-32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Fletcher into the teachings of D'Amico in view of 
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McConnell in order to provide operations and maintenance functions, both radio and switch 
related, using one system. This reduces overall system costs and increases 



16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Due Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-308-7527. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 6:00AM-2:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on 703-305-4708. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 




Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2643 



3/31/04 



